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Assassination Panel : 
Worth the Trouble? 




Larry L. King is the Star’s current 
writer in residence. His columns, ap- 
pear on Mondays, Wednesdays and 
Sundays. * 

Capitol Hill was so deserted oni 
New Year’s Eve you could have fired: 
a shotgun down the halls and not hit 
anybody. . 

Unless, that is, you had aimed at 
Room 2325 in the Rayburn House Of- 
fice Building. If you had happened to- 
hit someone there, then likely cries of 
conspiracy would have been heard. 

For it was there the chief counsel 
and members of the Select Commit- 
tee on Assassinations, which unit’s 
life was to expire at the stroke of the 
New Year, held a press conference in 
hopes of bolstering their chances of 
getting new life and new money when 
the House takes up the question’ 
tomorrow. j 

They are not asking for a dollar ^ 
six -bits. They are asking for more 
than $6.5 million and 170 employes; if! 
you want a prediction, mine is that 
they will be required to settle for far 
less. \ . V 

A HIGH STAFF aide, well-con- 
nected to the Democratic leadership, 
said over his morning coffee, 
“There’s a lot of skepticism in the 
House. The Assassination Committee 
is doubtlessly well-intended. But, 
frankly. I’ve heard much doubt ex- 
pressed that after all these years 
they can find out who killed Cock 
Robin.” 

Mindful of opinion polls showing 
that the majority of the American 
people suspect conspiracies in the 
deaths of President Kennedy and Dr. 
Martin Luther King, the House is 
likely to extend the committee’s life 
but put it on sh&rt rations. It will 
throw a sop, and deftly step back in 
case of a splatter. 

The committee — particularly its 
chief counsel and director, Richard 
A. Sprague — may have been guilty 
of bad politics. Mr. Sprague, who as 
first assistant district attorney in 
Philadelphia put Tough Tony Boyle 


in jail for ordering the murder of a 
United Mine Workers rival, may 
have made a mistake in asking to ad- 
dress the Democratic caucus some; 
days ago. 

It violates tradition for outsiders to 
participate in such cozy proceedings. 
Sprague may have compounded the 
act by having talked too long; grum- 
bles also have been heard that he 
talked down to the members, lectur- 
ing them in pedantic fashion that un- 
less they gave him enough people and 
money to properly do the job then it 
shouldn’t be attempted at all. 

Although his message may make 
perfectly good sense, some members 
did not appreciate Mr. Sprague’s 
manner. Someone should have 
warned him. that the House often 
tends to honor form over substance. 

IF THE ASSASSINATION Commit- 
tee — and, again, particularly Mr. 
Sprague — hoped its New Year’s Eve 
press conference might inspire en- 
thusiasm for its costly approach, then 
they do not know much about leading 
horses to water. Here are some of Mr. 
Sprague’s answers when asked the 
whos, whats, whys, wheres and 
whensr. “I will not get into that at this 
time ... I will not venture an opinion: 

. .. I will not say from where to 
twhere (that memo was sent) . . At 
.this time I prefer not to answer that 
l. . . I do not want to characterize it 
i. . . I do not think it would.be helpful 
Jfor us to get into what I think ... at 
.this point I’ll not get into a disclosure 
<of what documents are involved . . .. 
'That’s something we’re working on 
'right now and I think it inappropriate 
ito comment.” 

That Mr. Sprague represents him- 
self as an open mind, free of conjec- 
ture or speculation or premature con- 
clusions, is well and good. It may 
even be admirable and high-minded. 
Again, however, he seems guilty of 
bad tactics. If you hold a press con- 
ference designed to help your cause 
(and the llth-hour timing would so 
indicate) you might reasonably be 


expected to have something to say. 
Mr. Sprague may be a whiz at jailing 
the erring, though I suggest he has 
much to be modest about with re- 
spect to raising money or advertising 
causes. 

The chief counsel even proved un- 
willing to say whether he might at- 
tempt to interview James Earl Ray, 
the confessed killer of Dr. King, who 
has several times recanted his con- 
fession claiming to have performed 
the foul deed without help; his 
grounds were that “If I tell you that 
about X, then you will ask me the 
same thing about Y and‘2”. Who, Lee 
Harvey Oswald? Jack Ruby? Obvi- 
ously/if the investigation is to be 
worth a -Confederate dime, then 
James Earl Ray must be quizzed 
down to the bone. Where’s the harm 
in saying so? o 

Well, forgive me for getting on Mr. 
Sprague’s case. I wish him well.; 
There are many unresolved questions - 
— “hundreds” in his words; “liter- j 
ally a thousand,” according to lame--* 
duck chairman Tom Downing, D-Va., ; 
involving, among others, the FBI and : 
CIA. - ; _ / .. ;; ; 

FOR EXAMPLE — as the commit-! 
tee asks — did the CIA deliberately 
avoid furnishing critical information 
to the FBI which would have resulted 
in the surveillance of Lee Harvey Os- 
wald prior to JFK’s assassination? If 
so, why? 

Was critical evidence withheld 
from the Warren Commission? If so, 
why? 

Who and where were the FBI 
agents, known to have Dr. King 
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under close surveillance, at the time 
he was murdered? Was this surveil- 
lance deliberately curtailed just 
prior to his assassination? Again, if 
so, why? 

Were unusual transfers of person- 
nel away from the motel where Dr. 
King was staying, by the Memphis 
fire and police departments on the 
night before and the day of Dr. 
King-’s assassination, deliberate or 
accidental and did they adversely ef- 
fect security? In any case, who 
ordered this and what was that per- 
son’s reasons? 


All that’s only the tip ot the ice- 
berg. 

I must join House sceptics in 
doubting whether these and other 
questions' ever will be fully resolved, 
no matter the time and the money 
spent. If one presumes that the CIA, 
FBI or other government agencies 
once harbored dirty little secrets of 
such staggering magnitude, then 
must not one presume that these 12 
and eight years later any incriminat- 
ing documents long ago were deep- 
sixed? is it likely that government 
agents or former agents, who for all 
these years may have been possessed 
of sensational information but kept 
their lips sealed, now will rush for- 
ward unleashing a tumble of words ? • 

UNLESS THE Assassination Com- 


mittee is able to produce conspira- 
tors in the flesh — an unfair and 
next-to-impcssible expectation — 
then many doubts shall remain in 
place. Americans weary of coverups 
and white washes and official lies 
probably will greet anything less 
than clear and clean solutions with 
renewed bursts of skepticism: “So 
they investigated and didn’t turn up 
much ; so what else is new ? ” 

Fair or not, new frustrations after 
a costly and highly publicized investi- 
gation might only refuel the public 
anger. The mood in the House seems 
to be one of letting sleeping dogs lie, 
rather than to start new off-key bark- 
ings. You may translate this into less 
money, -fewer employes and more 
limited powers than the Assassina- 
• tion Committee would wish. 



